While the vast majority of the chapters in this volume focus on experiments conducted in a laboratory setting, experiments have also long been prevalent in the discipline in the context of survey research. While many of these earlier experiments were designed with the idea of teasing out the nuances of survey research itself, the survey-based experiment remains an excellent option for researchers interested in exploring substantive questions of politics to this day (Gaines et al., 2006) . With that in mind, the purpose of this chapter is two-fold. We begin by explaining the value of survey experiments as a research tool for political scientists generally. We then spend the bulk of the chapter illustrating the types of questions and challenges that can come up in survey experiments through the rubric of one particular experiment we designed to explore the effects of partisan cues in the multiparty systems of Poland, Hungary and Russia. We conclude the chapter with a brief discussion of the use of deception in survey experiments, including why it is often necessary and the extent to which it has different consequences from the use of deception in lab-based experiments.
Types of experiments
Let us begin with a modest attempt at defining the different types of experiments that are most commonly employed in political science. Experiments include at least two critical features. First, researchers manipulate the extent to which participants are exposed to some potential causal factor (a 'treatment') in a controlled manner, such that only one variable of interest is changed in any given treatment. In many experiments, some participants are not exposed to the variable of interest at all, or to a baseline level, in a condition commonly referred to as the 'control group'. Second, researchers randomly assign participants to the treatment and control conditions. They do so to ensure, to the greatest extent possible, that participants are identical across conditions on all observed and unobserved variables other than the treatment.
2 If these procedures are followed, then researchers can infer with considerable confidence that differences across conditions in any outcome measured (after exposure) have been caused by the change in the treatment. Thus, the primary value of experiments is that they allow researchers to draw conclusions about the causal effect of variables without worrying about endogeneity and selection bias concerns that often frustrate researchers using observational data.
One can group experiments in political science into three general types. In laboratory experiments, subjects interact with members of the research team and sometimes one another, typically in a pre-set location -quite often, but not always, an actual dedicated 'lab' space -and as a consequence, they often know that they are part of a study. Lab experiments afford researchers tight control over procedures and conditions, and also facilitate the use of special equipment for presenting materials and recording observations (for example, equipment for measuring physical reactions). Moreover, in most lab experiments, participants receive compensation, such as academic course credit or cash payment, for their participation. In contrast, the key feature of field experiments is that subjects have no idea that they are part of a study. These are experiments introduced into actual political or social processes: treatments are the real actions of citizens, groups or governments, and effects are assessed in terms of actual behaviors or other outcomes of interest. When ethical and logistical barriers can be overcome, field experiments offer an unparalleled window to the magnitude of the treatment effect in a rich, dynamic and natural environment. Survey experiments , in turn, lie somewhere between these two options. As the name implies, they are experiments embedded in surveys, and manipulations typically consist of slight alterations in the wording or order of questions or response options. Indeed, one extensive use of survey experiments has been to improve survey design itself, though political scientists can use the same sorts of manipulations in surveys to mimic public debate or other elements of the political process that shape opinions, learning and political behavior (Kinder and Sanders, 1990; Schuman and Presser, 1981) . Table 6 .1 provides a concise comparative summary of some of the more important characteristics of each type of experiment. 
